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Questions.

		From

		Hernandez, Kathryn

		To

		eugenepak@chevron.com

		Recipients

		eugenepak@chevron.com



Hi Eugene,



 



I have some preliminary questions from my wetlands group.  If you could get me a response it would help me in my formal wetland comments back to you.  Call me if you have any questions.



 



Thanks,



 



Kathy



1)      Is it possible for Chevron to consider other alignments than the one currently proposed? The current proposal meanders through several wetland areas, causing the wetlands to be bisected by the canal and associated roads, which could have indirect effects on wetland hydrology.  For example, our wetlands group has recommended that you consider an alignment that avoids the mitigation wetland (Located in Figure 4-1 at approximately D through G and 2 to 3.5) or at least follows the boundary contours of the wetland to avoid bisection.  Also, if the SLC outfall line is to be daylighted into the re-routed canal, wetland impacts could be avoided by using the existing footprint for the outfall line, again to avoid bisection.  



2)      Will the canal be lined to avoid hydrologic interaction with the wetlands? 



3)      Has Chevron considered mitigation measures to maintain hydrologic connectivity around the re-routed canal?



4)      In the pre-application stages of a 404 permit for the campus , the Corps has requested Chevron consider other roadway alignments that bring the roadway further west to avoid bisecting and isolating wetland areas.  The wetlands group recommended that Chevron consider how the roadway alignment and canal alignment will have a cumulative effect on the wetlands.  If possible, the road and canal could be constructed in proximity (or on opposite sides of the wetland complex) to maintain maximum undeveloped wetland area and avoid creating isolated pockets of wetlands.



 






